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BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc FATIHY Guy M Hicks
333 Commerce Street General Counsel
Sute 2101 CKET ROOM s
Nashville, TN 37201-3300 TR.A. DO 615 214 6301
15214 74
February 2, 2005 Fax 615214 7405

guy hicks@bellsouth com

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Hon. Pat Miller, Chairman
Tennessee Regulatory Authority
460 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, Tennessee 37243

Re: Docket to Establish Generic Performance Measurements, Benchmarks
and Enforcement Mechanisms for BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Docket No. 01-00193

Dear Chairman Miller:

Consistent with the terms of the Settlement Agreement relating to performance
measurements approved by the Authority in this proceeding, BellSouth is filing fifteen
copies of a Notification Report for the March 2005 data month and a Preliminary
Notification Report for the data month of April 2005. Also enclosed is a copy of
BellSouth’s Fifteenth Notice of Filing Corrective Action Plan. These Reports are being
filed for informational purposes with all of the state public service commlsswns in
BellSouth’s nine-state region.

Copies of the enclosed are being provided to counsel of record. Thank you for
your assistance in this regard.

truly yours,

uy M. Hicks
GMH:ch
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BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc Lisa S Foshee
Legal Department General Counsel - Georgia
1025 Lenox Park Boulevard .
Surte 6C01 404 986 1718
Atlanta, GA 30319-5309 Fax 404 986 1800
lisa foshee@bellsouth com February 1. 2005
b
DELIVERED BY HAND

Mr Reece McAlister

Executive Secretary

Georgia Public Service Commission
244 Washington Street, S W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-5701

Re:  Performance  Measurements for  Telecommunications  Interconnection,
Unbundling and Resale, Docket No. 7892-U

Dear Mr. McAlister:

Consistent with the Commission’s July 19, 2002 Order, BellSouth Telecommunications,
Inc. (“BellSouth™) is filing a Proposed Notification Report for the March 2005 data month and a
Preliminary Notification Report for the data month of April 2005. These proposed changes will
be discussed at the February 7, 2005 industry conference call.

Enclosed herein, please find an original and seventeen (17) copies, as well as an
electronic version, of these Data Notification Reports. 1 would appreciate your filing same in the
above-referenced docket and returning the two (2) extra copies stamped “filed” in the enclosed
stamped, self-addressed envelopes.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Yours very truly,

1saS Foshee / Md

LSF.nvd
Enclosures

cc:  Mr. Leon Bowles (w/enclosure) (via electronic mail)
Mr Patrick Reinhardt (w/enclosure) (via electronic mail)
Parties of Record (w/enclosure) (via electronic mail)

570186//570191/570194
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PROPOSED MARCH 2005 DATA NOTIFICATION

BellSouth proposes making the changes described in this document to generate results for the
March 2005 data month. Results for the March 2005 data month will be posted as follows:

Preliminary results  April 21, 2005
Final results May 2, 2005

BellSouth provides Data Notifications each month in compliance with the Georgia Public
Service Commission’s Order of July 19, 2002. This order specifies that when BellSouth
proposes making any changes to the methods by which performance data is calculated, it must
provide written notice. This notice must be provided on the first business day of the month
before the data month in which the change will be made. BellSouth must also provide

notification if it is considering making changes to the method of calculating data for the
following month. '

The “Affected Measures” described in this notice are those set forth in the Georgia Service
Quality Measurement (“SQM”) Plan, unless otherwise noted. All “Impact of Change”
descriptions are stated at the measurement level, unless the sub-metric level is specified.

ENCORE Releases may affect monthly data flows from the source systems (e.g., LEO, LESOG,
etc.) that PMAP uses to calculate measurements. Bellsouth will make changes to PMAP to
ensure that data continues to be correctly captured as ENCORE Releases are implemented.

Provisioning Measurements

0} Affected Measures: P-3,P-4,P-4A, P-5, P-6, P-9 & P-10

Description of Change: Currently, orders disconnecting BellSouth.net service, from a
line where the voice service is provided via Resale or UNE-P, are being counted as a
voice order for the voice service. BellSouth proposes to exclude these disconnect records
from the data, per the SQM. This proposed change was Item (1) on the Preliminary
March Data Notification filed on January 4, 2005. (RQ5905)

Impact of Change: For July 2004, in Georgia, 22 Resale Business orders and 15 UNE
Loop and Port orders would have been removed from data with no impact to the interval.
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PRELIMINARY APRIL 2005 DATA NOTIFICATION

BellSouth is considering making the changes described 1n this document to generate results for
the April 2005 data month. Results for the April 2005 data month will be posted as follows:

Preliminary results  May 20, 2005
Final results May 31, 2005

BellSouth provides Data Notifications each month in compliance with the Georgia Public
Service Commisston’s Order of July 19, 2002. This order specifies that when BellSouth
proposes making any changes to the methods by which performance data 1s calculated, it must
provide written notice. This notice must be provided on the first business day of the month
before the data month 1in which the change will be made. BellSouth must also provide
notification if 1t is considering making changes to the method of calculating data for the
following month.

The “Affected Measures” described in this notice are those set forth in the Georgia Service
Quality Measurement (“SQM™) Plan, unless otherwise noted. All “Impact of Change”
descriptions are stated at the measurement level, unless the sub-metric level is specified.

ENCORE Releases may affect monthly data flows from the source systems (e.g., LEO, LESOG,
etc.) that PMAP uses to calculate measurements. Bellsouth will make changes to PMAP to
ensure that data continues to be correctly captured as ENCORE Releases are implemented.

Ordering Measurements

¢} Affected Measures: O-3 & O-4

Description of Change: Currently, the Flow-Through code is incorrectly counting LSRs
submitted via ELMS6 to cancel previous submissions as BST errors. BellSouth proposes
to correct the code to correctly classify these LSRs as Flow-Through. (RQ6010)

Impact of Change: For December 2004 data, there were 1036 of these LSRs. Flow
Through percentages would have increased less than 1%.

2) Affected Measures: O-3 & O-4
Description of Change: Currently, Flow-Through LSRs submitted via XML or ED],
which have related PONs (RPONs) and are manually clarified, are being incorrectly
counted as BellSouth errors. BellSouth proposes to correct the code to accurately report

these LSRs as CLEC errors. (RQ6011)

Impact of Change: For November 2004, there would have been a .002% increase in the
results.
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4)

Provisioning Measurements

Affected Measures: P-2A

Description of Change: When CSOTS was established, it was updated once a day. To
account for the possibility that a CLEC might not be notified of a Non-Mechanized
Jeopardy status for up to one day after it occurred, the Non-Mechanized Jeopardy Notice
Interval was reduced by 1 day. CSOTS 1s now updated real time and BellSouth proposes

to modify the PMAP code to report the actual measured Jeopardy Notice Interval.
(RQ5998)

Impact of Change: For November 2004, in Georgia, the Non-Mechanized Average

Jeopardy Notice Interval (provided 1n advance of jeopardy) for DS1Loops would increase
by 8 87%.

Affected Measures: P-4

Description of Change: Currently, the CLEC numerator on the 12 month report is
reported in whole rounded numbers. BellSouth proposes to change the CLEC numerator
to 2 decimal places which is already used to calculate the result. (RQ6029)

Impact of Change: None to measurement results.
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BeliSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Lisa S Foshee

Legal Department ‘ General Counsel - Georgia
1025 Lenox Park Boulevard '

Surte 6C01 404 986 1718

Atlanta, GA 30319-5309 . Fax 404 986 1800

hsa foshee@bellsouth com

January 31, 2005

DELIVERED BY HAND

Mr. Reece McAlister

Executive Secretary

Georgia Public Service Commussion
244 Washington Street, S W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-5701

Re:  Performance  Measurements for Telecommunications Interconnection,
Unbundling, and Resale; Docket No. 7892-U

Dear Mr. McAlister;

Enclosed herein please find an original and seventeen (17) copies, as well as an electronic
version, of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Fifteenth Notice of Filing Corrective Action
Plan in the above-referenced docket. I would appreciate your filing this document and returning
the two (2) extra copies stamped “filed” 1n the enclosed self-addressed and stamped envelopes.

Thank you for your assistance 1n this regard.
Yours very truly,

VS bl s

Lisa S. Foshee

LSF:nvd

Enclosures

cc: Mr. Leon Bowles (via electronic mail)
Mr. Patrick Remnhardt (via electronic mail)
Parties of Record (via electromc mail)

570007/570005



BEFORE THE
GEORGIA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In Re:

Performance Measurements for
Telecommunications Interconnection,
Unbundling, and Resale

Docket No. 7892-U

e Nt N e ot “ame’

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S FIFTEENTH
NOTICE OF FILING CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN

I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Commission’s January 12, 2001, No(zember 14, 2002 and January 22,
2003 Orders, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”) respectfully files its fifteenth
corrective action plan, where applicable, for those performance measures for which BellSouth
failed to meet the applicable benchmark or retail analogue twice in the past three consecutive
months (September, October, and November 2004). BellSouth’s filing identifies each of the
performance measures and sub-metrics at 1ssue, identifies the months in which the applicable
benchmark or retail analogue was not met, and provides an overview of the results of

BellSouth’s root cause analysis and proposed corrective action, where applicable.




SECTION 1: OPERATIONS SUPPORT SYSTEMS (“OSS”)

OSS-1: RESPONSE INTERVAL — CLEC LOCAL EXCHANGE NEGOTIATION

SYSTEM (LENS) (PRE-ORDERING)

COFFI1 / Region / RNS (October & November)

This sub-metric captures the response interval through LENS for access to the pre-
ordering legacy system COFFI (“Central Office Feature File Interface™) by both BellSouth reﬁil | .
and the CLECs. In a given month, the difference in the response intervals for CLECs and for
BellSouth retail using RNS may be relatively minor (based ;)n current data, the differential is
approximately 0.1 seconds). The average response interval for September through November
2004 for CLECs is 2.79 seconds cpmpared with the retail analogue of 2.69 seconds. Also, there
was an average of 25,000 quertes per month for the CLECs compar‘ed with over 8,000,000 per
month of the retail analogue. Slhight differences in response intervals 1 a given month do not

impede a CLEC’s ability to secure information in a timely manner.

0SS-1: RESPONSE INTERVAL — CLEC TELECOMMUNICATIONS GATEWAY

(TAG) (PRE-ORDERING)

PSIMS / Region / RNS & ROS (September, October & NO\;ember)

This sub-metric captures the response interval through TAG for access to the pre-
ordering legacy system PSIMS (“Product/Service Inventory Management System™) by both
BellSouth retail and the CLECs. The volume of CLEC queries has decreased dramatically; thus,
1t 15 not possible to perform a meaningful root cause analysis. The CLECs averaged less than

5,000 queries per month from September through November 2004, with the retail analogue



averaging over 8,000,000. Due to the TAG retirement schedule and the low volume of CLEC

queries performed each month, a detailed system analysis is not warranted at this time.

OSS-4: RESPONSE INTERVAL (MAINTENANCE & REPAIR)

DLR /<= 10 sec. / Region (September, October & November)

DLR /> 10 sec. / Region (September, October & November)

This sub-metric captures the legacy system- response interval for Maintenance and Repair
OSS for accessing the Detailed Line Record (“DLR™). BellSouth’ determined that the sllght
differences 1n response interval for the CLECs and BellSouth fetaii accessing the DLR system is
primarily attributable to the different uses to which the system is put. In addition, with the
replacement of DLR by the CRIS legacy system, the volume of CLEC queries has decreased
dramatically, which makes 1t difficult for BellSouth to implement any system enhancements that
would effectively improve overall performance.

LMOSupd / <= 4 sec. / Region (October & November)

LMOSupd / <= 10 sec. / Region (October & November)

LMOSupd /> 10 sec. / Region (October & November)

This measure captures the legacy system access times for Maintenance and Repair OSS
for the Loop Maintenance Operations System update (“LMOSupd”) system. While results for
these sub-metrics vary between the CLECs and BellSouth rétail, ﬂlese resﬁlts reflect that the
significant majority of CLEC transactions are being rapidly returned. For September through
November 2004, 97% of CLEC transactions were returned in 4 seconds or less, and more than

99% of CLEC transactions were returned in 10 seconds or less. Given such performance, any



slight differences with BellSouth retail does not impede a CLEC’s ability to secure information
1n a timely manner.

OSPCM / <= 4 sec. / Region (September and October)

This measure captures the legacy system access times for Maintenance and Repair OSS
for the Outside Plant Contract Management System (“OSPCM”). While results for these sub-
metrics vary between the CLECs and BellSouth retail, these results reflect that the significant
majority of CLEC transactions are being rapidly returned. For Septeniber through November
2004, over 30% of CLEC transactions were returned 1n 4 seconds or less, and more than 99.5%
of CLEC transactions were returned in 10 seconds or less. The CLECs received a higher
percentage of 1ts responses in less than 10 seconds than the retali analogue during all three
months. Also, the less than 4 second submetrnic was in panty in November. Given such
performance, any slight differences with BellSouth retail do not impede a CLEC’s ability to

secure mformation in a timely manner.



SECTION 2: ORDERING |

O-8: REJECT INTERVAL

Resale Residence / Electronic (September, October & November)

In September 2004, BellSouth returned 26 of 28 rejectqd LSRs within the 1-hour
benchmark, 8 of 9 1n October and 5 of 6 in November. Howeyer, to meet the 97% benchmark,
all 28, 9 and 6 rejected LSRs would have to be met 1n each month, respectively. With such small

volumes only perfection would meet the benchmark.

Local Interconnection Trunks / Manual (September, October & November)

There were only a total of 63 ASRs rejected during the fchree fmonth period of September
through November 2004. Such a small universe of transactipns does not make it possible to
perform a meaningful root cause analysis from which any conclusions can be drawn.

UNE ISDN Loop / Partial Electronic (September & Octobef)

2-Wire Analog Loop Non Design / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

2-Wire Analog Loop w/LNP Non Design / Partial Electrdnic ‘( September & November)

The majority of these submetrics were missed due to the small Volgmes of LSRs rejected
during the period. For example, in November 2004 BellSouth returned 16 of 18 rejécted LSRs
for 2-Wire Analog Loops Non Design within the 7 hour benchmark for 88.89%. However, 17 of
18 were required to meet the 90% benchmark. BellSouth has improved in the partial mechanized
area as evident by the reduction of submetrics missed 1n this 3 month period and will continue to
work to meet this very stringent 90% in 7 hour benchmark. T\;vo mamn 1ssues have been
identified that will be corrected with ENCORE Release 17.0 currently scheduled in November
2004. First, repeated facility checks are being made when no response is received from the

facility assignment system. The other 1s a problem with PONSs that receives an automatic FOC



from the system that should have been auto-clarified back to the CLEC. To correct this issue, a
service representative must manually correct the LSR, which classifies it as partial mechanized
but 1s outside the 7 hour benchmark.

LNP Standalone / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

During this three month period BellSouth met the 7-hour benchmark for 1332 of 1530
rejected LSRs or 87%. A total of 45 additional LSRs would have been required to meet the 90%
benchmark during the period. Two main 1ssues have been identified that will be corrected with
ENCORE Release 17.0 currently scheduled in November 2004. First, repeated facility checks
are being made when no response is received from the facility assignment system. The other is a
problem with PONSs that receives an automatic FOC from the system that should have been auto-
clanfied back to the CLEC. To correct this 1ssue, a service representative must manually correct
the LSR, which classifies it as partial mechanized but 1s outside the 7 hour benchmark.

UNE Other Design / Partial Electronic (October & November)

In October 2004, BellSouth returned 77 of 86 rejected LSRs with{n the 7-hour benchmark
and 89 of 99 in November. However, to meet the 90% benchmark, 78 in October and 90 1n
November rejected LSRs would have to be met. Both months missed the 90% benchmark by
only one LSR.

UNE xDSL. / Partial Electronic (October & November)

In October 2004, BellSouth returned 73 of 84 rejected LSRs within the 7-hour benchmark
and 63 of 71 in November. However, to meet the 90% benchmark, 75 in October and 64 in
November rejected LSRs would have to be met. Two additional LSRs 1n October and one in

November would have met the 90% requirement for this submetric.



0-9: FIRM ORDER CONFIRMATION TIMELINESS

Combo Other / Electronic (September & October)

EELs / Electronic (September & October)

BellSouth returned 12 of 13 FOCs within the 3-hour benchmark 1n September, 8 of 10 in
October and 11 of 11 in November 2004. (Misses for ICombo Other and EELs are the same
exact PONs, which are counted for both sub-metrics.). It is not possible to perform a meaningful
root cause analysis on such a small universe of transactions. With less than 20 LSRs and a 95%
benchmark, BellSouth 1s not allowed any missed mtervals to meet the parity requirement.

UNE ISDN Loops / Electronic (Qctober & November) =

BellSouth returned 610 of 637 FOCs within the 3-hour benchmark during the period of
September through November 2004 for 95.8%. While BellSouth met the 95% benchmark for the
three month average, both October and November were slightly unde; the benchmark with ‘
94.78% and 94.97%, respectively. There were no systemic issues 1dentified for these few FOCs
that were outside the benchmark.

UNE Line Sharing / Electronic (September, October & Novefnber)

BellSouth returned 2,342 of 2,556 FOCs within the 3-hour benchfnark during the period
of September through November 2004 for 92% A total of 87 additional FOCs would‘ have been
required to meet the benchmark. There were no systemic issues identified for these few FOCs
that were outside the benchmark.

UNE Local Transport / Manual (September & October)

BellSouth returned 6 of 7 FOCs within the 24-hour benchmark in September and 10 of 13

in October 2004. It 1s not possible to perform a meaningful root cause analysis on such a small



universe of transactions. With less than 20 LSRs and a 95% benchmark, BellSouth is not
allowed any missed intervals to meet the parity requirement.

Resale Centrex / Manual (September, October & November)

BellSouth returned 5 of 6 FOCs within the 24-hour benchma\rk in September, 6 of 7 1n
October and 9 of 12 in November 2004. It is not possiblle to perform a meamngfull root cause
analysis on such a small universe of transactions. With less than 20 LSRs and a 95%
benchmark, BellSouth is not allowed any missed intervals to meet the parity requirement.

Resale Design / Manual (September & October) |

BellSouth returned 16 of 40 FOCs within the 24-hour benchmark in September, 2 of 4 in
October and 4 of 4 in November 2004. A detailed review of these LSRs indicated there were not
adequate service representatives available to meet the benchm;.rk. BellSouth has reviewed its
personnel staffing requirements to make sure that there are adequate representatives available to
meet the benchmark requirements as indicated with 100% of the FOCs being returned within the
24 hour benchmark 1n November. With less than 20 LSRs and a 95% benchmark, BellSouth is

not allowed any missed intervals to meet the parity requirement.

Combo Other / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

EELs / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

xDSL / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

Line Shaning / Partial Electronic (October & November)

Other Design / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

BellSouth has improved in the partial mechanized area as evident by the reduction of
submetrics missed 1n this 3 month period and will continue to work to meet this very stringent

90% in 7 hour benchmark. While the above submetrics did not meet the 90% benchmark, major




improvement in their overall performance indicates most months averaged above 85%.
BellSouth 1s still investigating two 1ssues. Some of the FOCs are not be handled by the service
representatives within the 7 hour benchmark. BellSouth is perforrﬁing additional reviews with
individual employees to improve performance. Also, a number of LSRs are being auto clarified
in error and must be corrected manually by a service representative but have surpassed ';he 7
hours benchmark. BellSouth continues to review these items for resolution.

O-11: FIRM ORDER CONFIRMATION AND REJECT RESPONSE COMPLETENESS

Combo Other / Partial Electronic (September, October & November)

This submetric continues to perform at a level of 93% or better. As stated 1n previous
filings, one of the major 1ssues that affects this measure relates to numerous versions of the same
LSR beng filed by the CLEC within minutes and LSRs received at the end of the month with the
FOC or Reject returned in the following month. When a CLEC submits multiple versions of an
LSR within minutes, only the last LSR receives a response. All previous versions do not receive
a response and therefore are counted as “missed” responses. BellSouth continues to review the
data for the sub-metrics that did not meet the 97% benchmark.

2W Analog Loop Design / Manual (September & October)

INP Standalone / Manual (September & October)

UNE xDSL / Manual (October & November) ;

BellSouth returned FOCs and Rejects for 95% or highér of the LSRs that were submitted
during the period of September through November 2004 for all of these submetrics. The major
issue causing BellSouth to miss the 97% benchmark was the CLECs submitting ’a change to the
previous LSR before the initial response had bgen provided. BellSouth only responds to the-

latest version at the time of the manual response. Also, in each of these submetrics the volumes



are small and do not allow BellSouth to miss almost any of the returns and still make the 97%
benchmark. For the 2W analog loop design, there were a total of 72 LSRs and BellSouth
returned 68. The INP Standalone had 48 LSRs with 46 returned by BellSouth. Fmally for
xDSL, 81 LSRs submitted and 78 returned. For these 3 submetrics, BellSouth did not meet the

parity benchmark for 6 of the 9 months and only missed returning four or less LSRs 1n each

category.
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SECTION 3: PROVISIONING

P-2B: PERCENTAGE OF ORDERS GIVEN JEOPARDY NOTICES

UNE 2W Analog Loop Non-Design (September, October & November)

UNE Combo Other (September, October & November) |

UNE Dagital Loops < DS1 (September, October & November)

UNE Dagital Loops => DS1 (September, October & November)

UNE ISDN (October & November)
(

While the percentage of the orders that potentially could have been mussed due to a

facility problem was larger than the retail analogue comparison for the above submetrics, none of
these submetrics were out of parity when compared with the retail analogue for % missed
installation appointments. Many of the jeopardies are due to incorrect address formats, etc. and

are corrected within minutes of initial review.

P-4A: AVERAGE COMPLETION INTERVAL (OCI).AND ORDER COMPLETION

INTERVAL DISTRIBUTION

UNE Other Non-Design / < 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch (September, October &

November)

Since this submetric consists mainly of all non-designed products that are not included in
the other submetrics, 1t is almost impoésible to determine what, if any issues are causing it to be
out of parity. BellSouth has proposed that this submetric be; considered a “diagnostic” measure

in 1ts latest SQM proposals.
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2W_Analog Loop Non Design / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September, QOctober &

November)

2W_Analog Loop w/LNP Non Design / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September,

&October)

BellSouth 1s unable to determine at the time of the FOC whether the order will require a
dispatch or not. Therefore, these orders are scheduled with a dispatch interval that will always
be longer than the non-dispatched analogue. The majority of these circuits would have met the
retail analogue results 1f compared with the dispatch intervals. Efforts are being pursued to
create a one-day 1interval for wholesale orders where the facili& is in place from the customer
location to the serving central office main frame for this product.

UNE Combo Other / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch (September, October & November)

BellSouth has determined two issues that adversely impact BellSouth’s ability to meet the
retail analogue comparison for this submetric. First, the CLEC participants in the mndustry °
workshops represented that they would be ordering significant quantities of voice grade EELs
(DS0 level), which do not take long to provision. However, in r:eélity CLEC:s in Georgia are not
ordering any voice grade EELs, and the vast majority of the éLEC orders for EELs are at DS1
levels, which take longer to provision. Second, the performance data for these sub-metrics
include EELs when the loop and transport facilities necessary to provision the circuit are not
available or when the EEL is at a DS3 level and higher, which generally have provisioning
intervals that are considerably longer than five or eight days.

Nevertheless, Bellsouth has reduced the standard intérval from 10 days to 7 days in an

attempt to meet the Commission’s benchmarks. BellSouth will continue to monitor performance
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to determine what, if any, additional provisioning changes can be made to ensure compliance

with these benchmarks.

UNE Combo Other / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September, October & November)

There were only a total of sixteen (16) completed orders for this submetric in September
through November 2004. Such a small umverse of transactions does not make it possible to
perform a meaningful root cause analysis from which any f:onclusmns can be drawn. Also,
BellSouth is unable to determine at the time of the FOC whether the'order will require a dispatch
or not. Therefore, these orders are scheduled with a dispatch interval @at will always be longer
than the non-dispatched analogue.

UNE ISDN / < 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

BellSouth 1s unable to determine at the time of the FOC whether the order will require a
dispatch or not. Therefore, these orders are scheduled wllth a dispatch interval that will always
be longer than the non-dispatched analogue. BellSouth would have met the parity requirement,
if compared with the dispatch retail analogue.

UNE UDC/IDSL / < 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

BellSouth 1s unable to determine at the time of the FOC whether the order will requiré a
dispatch or not. Therefore, these orders are scheduled with a dispatch interval that will always
be longer than the non-dispatched analogue. BellSouth would };ave met the parity .requirement,
1f compared with the dispatch retail analogue. |

EELs / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch 30% 5 days ({September, October & November))

EELs / < 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch 30% 5 days (September & October) ‘

BellSouth has determined two issues that adversely impact BellSouth’s ability to meet the

Commussion’s benchmarks for EEL provisioning of 30% within 5 days. First, these benchmarks
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were established after CLEC participants in the industry work.sho'ps represented that they would
be ordering significant quantities of voice grade EELs (DSO levél), which do not take long to
provision. However, 1n reality CLECs in Georgia are not ordering any voice grade EELs, and
the vast majority of the CLEC orders for EELs are at DS1 levq:ls; whilch take longer to provision.
Second, the performance data for these sub-metrics include EELs when the loop and transport
facilities necessary to provision the circuit are not available (;r when the EEL is at a DS3 level
and higher, which generally have provisioning intervals that are con’siderably longer than five or
eight days.

Nevertheless, Bellsouth has reduced the standard interval from 10 days to 7 days in an
attempt to meet the Commussion’s benchmarks. BellSouth will continue to monitor performance
to determine what, if any, additional provisioning changes can bev made to ensure compliance
with these benchmarks.

Digital Loops < DS1 / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Digital Loops < DS1 / < 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

The wholesale results did not meet the parity comparison in September through
November 2004. The initial root czlluse analysis indicated that the major reason for this sub-
metric not meeting the panty requirement 1s the difference in intervals for the retail analogue
circuits compared with the CLEC products. The current Irecommended standard wholesale
interval for the products included in this sub-metric range from 5 days to 10 days, currently
averaging closer to the 10-day interval. The retail analogue for this product currently averages
between 4 and 5 days. BellSouth meets the majority of the scheduled installations for this
product as indicated by the %MIA sub-metric. BellSouth continues to look for ways to reduce

the CLEC interval for these products, however with many of the wholesale circuits being new
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locations compared with additional circuits being added to existing locations for the retail

analogue, these intervals will continue to be longer for the CLEC circuits.

P4B: FIRM ORDER AVERAGE COMPLETION (OCI) INTERVAL & ORDER

COMPLETION INTERVAL DISTRIBUTION

P-9;

UNE Other Non-Design / < 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch (September, October &

November)

2W Analog Loop Non Design / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September, October &

November)

2W_Analog Loop w/LNP Non Design / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September &

October)

UNE Combo Other / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch (September, October & November)

UNE Combo Other / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch In (September, October & November)

UNE ISDN / < 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

UNE UDC/IDSL / < 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

EELs / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch 30% 5 days (September, October & November)

EELs / < 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch 30% 5 days (September & October)

Dagital Loops < DS1 / < 10 Circuits / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Dagital Loops < DS1 /< 10 Circuits / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

See responses for Measure P4A above, which are equally applicable to these sub-metrics.

% PROVISIONING TROUBLES WITHIN 30 DAYS OF SERVICE ORDER

COMPLETION
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UNE ISDN Loops / < 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch (September & November)

There were a total of 47 completed orders with S reported troubles during the period of
September through November 2004. It is not possible to perform a meaningful root cause
analysis on such a small universe of transactions.

UNE Digatal Loop > DS1/> 10 Circuits / Non Dispatch (September, October &

November)

There were a total of 33 completed orders with 4 reported troubles during the period of
September through November 2004. It is not possible to perform a meaningful root cause

analysis on such a small universe of transactions.

P-13: % LNP DISCONNECT TIMELINESS

P-13D: % Disconnect Timeliness Interval for Non Trigeer Orders (September, October &

November)

BellSouth missed the benchmark of 12 hours for this submetric for September through
November 2004. The benchmark fo;‘ this sub-metric is 95% within 12 hours. This measure has
large quantities of telephone numbers tied to one service order. Missmg only one service order
can reduce the percentage by a large portion. In the mawﬁty of the sub-metrics, one or two
service orders being missed is the reason the sub-metric does not meet the 95% benchmark.
BellSouth continues to focus on meeting the benchmarks for these measures.

BellSouth disconnected 606 of 683 telephone nﬁml;érs.within the 12 hour benchmark
during this three month period or 89% In September 2004, BellSouth disconnected 97 of 113
numbers within the 12 benchmark. In October, 385 of 425 and in November there were 124 of

145 orders completed within the 12 hour benchmark. With a 95% benchmark for such small
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volumes of disconnected numbers and with multiple numbers being disconnected on many of the
individual orders, BellSouth is not allowed to miss any orders and still meet the 95% parity

requirement. No systemic issues for 1dentified for any of the mussed orders.
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SECTION 4: MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

M&R-2: CUSTOMER TROUBLE REPORT RATE

Residence / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Centrex / Dispatch (October & November)

Design (Specials) / Dispatch (September, October & November) '

Design (Specials) / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

Even though BellSouth exceeded the retail analogue comparison for these sﬁb-metrics,
BellSouth provided over 97% trouble-free service for both the wholesale and retail lines during
September through November 2004. BellSouth did not identify any systemic issues for any of
the troubles reported 1n these sub-metrics.

Combo Other / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Approximately 97% of all in-service lines were trouble free during the ;period of
September through November 2004. The vast majority of customers -- both wholesale and retail
-- received trouble free service during the period. BellSouth did not identify any systeﬁuc issues
for any of the troubles reported during the period. The major difference in this comparison is the
large volume difference. T:he retail analogue averages over 3.5 million comparéd with 9
thousand for the CLEC volume. Furthermore, the majority of the circuits in the anarlogue are
POTS compared with the CLEC circuits that consist- mainly of EELs, which are much more

complex and have a higher report rate than the basic service of the analogue.

UNE xDSL / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Over 99% of all n-service lines were trouble free durlhg the period of September through

November 2004. The vast majority of customers — both wholesale and retail — received trouble
!
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free service during the period. BellSouth did not identify any systemic 1ssues for any of the

troubles reported during the period.

UNE Line Sharing / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Over 99% of all in-service lines were trouble free during the period of September through
November 2004. The vast majority of customers — both wholesale and retail — received trouble
free service during the period. BellSouth did not identify any systemic issues for any of the |

troubles reported during the period.

Other Design / Dispatch (September, October & November)

Over ;)7% of all in-service lines were trouble free during the period of Septemt;er through
November 2004. The vast majority of customers -- both wholesale and retail -- received trouble
free service during the period. BellSouth did not identify any sysfemlc issues for any of the
troubles reported during the period. The major difference in parity 1s due to the difference n
volumes for the retail compared with the wholesale. The retail analogue is approximately 45
times larger in volume compared with the CLEC volumes.

UNE Digital Loop <DS1 / Dispatch (September, October & November)

UNE Digital Loop >DS1 / Dispatch (September, October & November)
Over 98% of all m-service lines were trouble free during the period of June through .
August 2004. The vast majority of customers -- both wholesale and retail -- received trouble free

service during the pertod. BellSouth did not identify any systemic issues for any of the troubles

reported during the period.
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M&R-3: MAINTENANCE AVERAGE DURATION *

Digital Loops >=DS1 / Non-Dispatch (September, October & November)

The CLEC average duration during this period was 3 hours compared to 1.1 hours for the
retail analogue. Whle this did not meet the parity requirement, the fact that all tro‘ubles were
cleared within a 3 hour window and only an approximate 2 hour difference should not be a
problem for the CLECs. In September 2004, there were a total of 47 trouble reports for all
CLEC:s that averaged 3.5 hours clearing time. In October 2004, ‘there were a total of 25 reported
troubles for this submetric with the average clearing time falling to 3 hours. November had 28
troubles cleared in 2.5 hours. With such a small number of reports, one trouble report or several
quick “fixes” can have a major impact on the monthly average. With the retail analogue having
over 1,000 trouble reports, a few long intervals or quick fixes have much less effect on the
monthly average. The durations tend to decrease with the higher volumes. The dufations are

more about the small volumes than the actual average completion intervals. BellSouth did not

identify any “systemic” issues concerning this submetric.
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SECTION S: BILLING

B-1: INVOICE ACCURACY

Interconnection (September & November)

During the period of September through November 2004, the CLECs and Belléouth retail
recerved 97% 1nvoice accuracy for this submetric. In Septerqber 2004, the CLEC"s received
95.63% accuracy compared with the accuracy for the retail analogue of 98.85%. In November
2004, the CLECs received 97% compared with the retail analogue of 98.8%. With lless than a
2% difference 1n the comparisons, there were no systemic 1ssues identified for zlmy of the
adjustments reported during the period. However, in September one CLEC was billed an
ncorrect rate due to a failure to remove an outdated USOC | from their BBI rate file and was
given a $54,591 adjustment. Two other CLECs receivedi P(;int of Termination (POT) Bay
adjustments that were adjusted due to a change i policy from 2002 for a total of $35,565. In
November, an incorrect mileage chart for one CLEC resulted 1n a $43,327 adjustme:nt. These

adjustments caused the measurement to be out of parity in September and November.

B-8: NON-RECURRING CHARGE COMPLETENESS

Interconnection (September & November)

This submetric measures the percentage of non-recurring charges that appear on the next
available bill. During the period of September through Novembe; 2004, the CLECs received
87% completeness for this submetric compared to a 90% benqhmapk. The major reason for the
CLECs not recerving the charges on the next scheduled bill was due to untimely resoluﬁon of
billing errors by the billing representatives. All personnel have been updated on the need to

resolve these billing issues in a timely manner.
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SECTION 11: CHANGE MANAGEMENT

CM-6: SOFTWARE ERRORS CORRECTED WITH “X” DAYS f

Region / Corrected within 10 Business Days ( September? October & November)

Region / Corrected within 30 Business Days (September, October & November)

Region / Corrected within 45 Business Days (September, October & November)

BellSouth did not meet the 95% benchmark for any of the above subme.trlcsl during the
September through November 2004 time period. As of the end of November 2004, there were a
total of 28 type 6 change requests pending with 16 of these requests being past due. A total of 8-
severity 2, 16 sevenity 3 and four seventy 4 requests make up' the 28 type 6 change requests.

While below the Commuission’s 95% benchmark, BellSouth’s defect correction
performance is increasing, particularly given the relatively limited number of ;defects in
BellSouth’s software releases. During 2004, BellSouth reduced the average interval from defect
validation to correction by 50% and continues to look for ways to reduce this interival fun}}er.

However, with a 95% benchmark and a limited number of defects per seventy type, it will

require perfection to meet this benchmark.

'CM-11: PERCENT CHANGE REQUESTS IMPLEMENTED WITH 60 WEEKS

Region / Type 5 (September, October & November) i

There were a total of 17 scheduled change requests during the three month period with
BellSouth meeting the implementation date for 12 of them. With a 95% benchmark, BellSouth
must make 100% of all implémentation dates to meet parity. While BellSouth did not meet the

95% benchmark, there are currently no past due prioritized change requests in either the Type 4
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or 5 categories. All 5 of the missed Type 5 change requests were worked in the November

release 17.0.
Respectfully submitted, this 31st day of January 2005.

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VoS fedy,

LISA S. FOSHEE /WAOD ;
1025 Lenox Park Boulevard '
Suite 6CO1 .

Atlanta, GA 30319-5309

(404) 986-1718

- R.DOUGLAS LACKEY
BellSouth Center — Suite 4300
675 West Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30375-0002
(404) 335-0747
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mark@middletonlaw.net
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